Living in groups, as most primate species do, can be of great advantage in learning when, how and on what to feed. We tested the hypothesis that social influences foster the acquisition of a safe diet; we investigated whether in tufted capuchins, Cebus apella, social influences on novel food consumption (already demonstrated for this species) are stronger when the physical characteristics of the food eaten by group members and the novel food presented to the subject are the same. In experiment 1, we investigated whether group members eating a food of the same colour makes a novel food more acceptable to the subject than group members eating food of a different colour; in experiment 2, we provided the subject with a choice between a bowl with novel food whose colour matched the food eaten by group members and a bowl with novel food whose colour did not match. Subjects spent more time eating the food matching the colour of the group members' food, but did not ingest more of it (experiment 1) and, when given a choice, did not eat the matching food more than the nonmatching food (experiment 2). Therefore, since social influences were not directed to a specific food target, the hypothesis that these foster the individual's diet acquisition is not supported. Instead, our results support the view that social influences increase acceptance of novel foods or synchronize feeding activities.
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Among the benefits of group living are opportunities for the exchange of information among individuals (Lee 1994; Giraldeau 1997) . Responses towards food are affected by social learning processes, such as social facilitation and stimulus enhancement (e.g. Box 1984; Galef 1988). Clayton (1978) defined social facilitation as an increase in the frequency of a behaviour pattern in the presence of others displaying the same behaviour pattern at the same time. According to Spence (1937, page 821), stimulus enhancement implies 'the enhancement of the particular limited aspect of the total stimulus situation to which the response is to be made' and, therefore, it increases the probability of the observer interacting with that object or with an object of the same physical type (Heyes 1994). Spence's definition of stimulus enhancement is preferable to Thorpe's (1963) since it extends 'the concept of local enhancement to include the entire class of objects sharing stimulus characteristics with an object a demonstrator manipulates, contacts or marks ' (Galef 1988, page 16) .
Social facilitation and stimulus enhancement from more knowledgeable individuals have often been proposed as proximal mechanisms fostering safe incorporation of novel foods into the diet of naïve individuals (Galef 1993; Provenza 1995) . However, these processes can lead to safe feeding only if the target food encountered by naïve individuals and the food eaten by the knowledgeable group members are the same. In the case of novel foods, specific and nonspecific social facilitation and stimulus enhancement have different consequences for survival. If social facilitation of eating is specific, that is, oriented towards the same food as the group members are eating or if stimulus enhancement directs the naïve individual's eating preferentially towards food that matches the appearance of the food eaten by group members, the naïve animal is likely to eat a food that is palatable. If social facilitation is nonspecific, that is, directed to food in general, the naïve individual does not match the appearance of its own and the other group members' food, and merely learns to accept the food more readily than it would have done alone. In the latter case, the risk is borne entirely by the naïve individual.
